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T005-70.2
Sections 1.2.2 and 1.2.3 contain updated information on natural
gas needs in the U.S. and California. Forecast information has
been obtained from the U.S. Department of Energy's Energy
Information Agency and from the California Energy Commission. As
discussed in Section 1.2.5, the proposed Project is an investment
by BHPB, a private firm, without any funding by public sources.
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T005-71.1
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety. Section 4.2.8 contains information on
safety requirements for pipelines. Section 4.13.1 discusses the
proximity of the proposed pipeline routes to residences and
schools.
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T005-71.2
LNG would not be on shore, and an accident involving LNG would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. The design, construction, and operation of natural gas
facilities are highly regulated; the U.S. Department of
Transportation's Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety
Administration and the California Public Utilities Commission's
Division of Safety and Reliability have jurisdiction over pipelines.
Section 4.2.8 discusses the background, regulations, impacts, and
mitigation measures for natural gas pipelines.
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T005-71.3
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.

T005-71.4
The maximum operating pressure (MAOP) for each of the twin
24-inch subsea pipelines is 1,500 pounds per square inch gauge.
Over the length of the subsea pipelines, pressures would decrease
to 1,100 pounds per square inch at the meter and piping at the
onshore metering station. The MAOP for the 36-inch Center Road
Pipeline and its alternatives is 1,100 pounds per square inch, and
the MAOP for the 30-inch Line 225 Pipeline Loop in Santa Clarita is
845 pounds per square inch. The capacity, size, and pressure of
the proposed pipelines are comparable to existing pipelines in
Oxnard and Ventura County.
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T005-72.1
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

Sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2 address conservation and renewable
energy sources, within the context of the California Energy
Commission's 2005 Integrated Energy Report and other State and
Federal energy reports, as alternatives to replace additional
supplies of natural gas.
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T005-72.2
Thank you for the information.
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T005-72.3
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T005-73.1
Impacts AES-2 and AES-5 in Section 4.4.4 contain revised
information on lighting impacts. NEPA and the CEQA require that
an EIS/EIR contain a detailed discussion of possible mitigation
measures; however, NEPA does not require that a complete
mitigation plan be done at the time of the EIS. In Robertson v.
Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 109 S. Ct 1835
(1989), the court determined that "[t]here is a fundamental
distinction, however, between a requirement that mitigation be
discussed in sufficient detail to ensure that environmental
consequences have been fairly evaluated, on the one hand, and a
substantive requirement that a complete mitigation plan be actually
formulated and adopted, on the other."

Under the CEQA, mitigation measures "may specify performance
standards which would mitigate the significant effect of the project
and which may be accomplished in more than one specific way."
(State CEQA Guidelines section 15126.4(b)).
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T005-73.2
Section 4.4 and Appendix F contain information on visual
resources, impacts, and mitigation. Appendix F describes how
visibility from various distances was evaluated and provides
additional simulations prepared for viewpoints at elevated sites
along the Malibu coastline and inland areas.
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T005-74.1
Thank you for the information.
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T005-74.2
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks.

T005-74.3
Thank you for the information. Section 4.2.7.3 and Appendix C3-2
contain information on LNG carrier security.
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T005-74.4
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.

T005-74.5
Section 4.2.8 addresses safety issues related to natural gas
pipelines. Section 4.2.8.4 contains information on the estimated risk
of Project pipeline incidents.

T005-74.6
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks.

T005-75.1
Thank you for the information.
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T005-75.2
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

T005-75.3
Section 2.1 contains information on design criteria and
specifications, final design requirements, and regulations governing
the construction of the FSRU. The Cabrillo Port must be designed
in accordance with applicable standards, and the U.S. Coast Guard
has final approval. Section 4.2.4 contains information on Federal
and State agency jurisdiction and cooperation. The Deepwater Port
Act specifies regulations that all deepwater ports must meet;
Section 4.2.7.3 contains information on design and safety
standards for the deepwater port. Section 4.2.8.2 contains
information on pipeline safety and inspections. Impact EJ-1 in
Section 4.19.4 addresses additional pipeline design requirements in
areas of low-income and minority communities. The EIS/EIR's
analyses have been developed with consideration of these factors
and regulations and in full conformance with the requirements of
NEPA and the CEQA.



T005-76.1
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.
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T005-76.2
Sections 1.2.2 and 1.2.3 contain updated information on natural
gas needs in the U.S. and California. Forecast information has
been obtained from the U.S. Department of Energy's Energy
Information Agency and from the California Energy Commission.

T005-76.3
The selection of the No Action Alternative by decision-makers, for
which they have full discretion, would not fulfill the purpose and
need of the Project to supply natural gas to California consumers
but would maintain, for an indeterminate time, the status quo of
California's and the nation's existing and projected energy supply
mix, including conservation and renewable energy sources.

T005-76.4
Section 4.13.2.1 contains information on the franchise agreements
that the City of Oxnard has with SoCalGas.

T005-76.5
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T005-77.1
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks.

T005-77.2
Section 4.2.3, the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C1),
and the U.S. Department of Energy's Sandia National Laboratories'
review of the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C2) contain
revised information on the 1977 Oxnard study.

T005-77.3
To date, there has never been a large spill of LNG to water.
Conducting a large LNG spill to validate the models would result in
adverse environmental consequences. However, models are
commonly validated using experimental data. Section 2.3.4.2 of
Appendix C1 contains information on tests executed by the U.S.
Department of Energy and the calibration/verification of the Fire
Dynamics Simulator model used in the Independent Risk
Assessment. Appendix C1 provides additional information on this
topic, and Appendix C2, prepared by the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories, contains information on the
review and assessment of the models used.
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T005-77.4
Sections 2.1 and 4.2.7.3 contain information on design criteria and
specifications, final design requirements, and regulations governing
the construction of the FSRU and LNG carriers.

T005-77.5
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T005-78.1
Section 2.4 contains revised information on onshore pipelines.
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T005-78.2
Section 2.7.1.2 describes the depth of the proposed pipelines and
the method for managing groundwater if it were to be encountered
during pipeline construction.

T005-78.3
The USCG, MARAD, and the CLSC received an application for a
deepwater port off the shore of Ventura County. The USCG and
MARAD are therefore required under NEPA to evaluate this
alternative as the Applicant's preferred alternative. The agencies
have evaluated this alternative in comparison with the other
reasonable alternatives in compliance with NEPA and the CEQA.

The EIS/EIR initially evaluated 18 locations for the FSRU as
potential locations for the deepwater port. It built on previous
California Coastal Commission studies that evaluated nearly 100
locations. Section 3.3.7 contains information on other locations that
were considered.

T005-78.4
Sections 1.2.2 and 1.2.3 contain updated information on natural
gas needs in the U.S. and California. Forecast information has
been obtained from the U.S. Department of Energy's Energy
Information Agency and from the California Energy Commission.

T005-78.5
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.
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T005-78.6
Section 4.4 and Appendix F contain information on visual
resources, impacts, and mitigation. Appendix F describes how
visibility from various distances was evaluated and provides
additional simulations prepared for viewpoints at elevated sites
along the Malibu coastline and inland areas.

T005-78.7
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T005-79
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T005-80.1
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.

T005-80.2
Section 4.11 contains revised information on seismic and geologic
hazards and mitigation that specifically addresses the potential
damage to proposed pipelines from a direct rupture along fault
lines. Appendices J1 through J4 contain additional evaluations of
seismic hazards.

T005-80.3
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T005-81.1
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.
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T005-81.2
All deepwater port applications fall under the authority of the
Deepwater Port Act, which requires that a decision on the
application be made within 330 days of the publication of the Notice
of Application in the Federal Register. The Notice of Application for
the Cabrillo Port Project was published in the Federal Register on
January 27, 2004. Although the comment period (53 days) could
not be extended at that time, a March 2006 Revised Draft EIR was
recirculated under the CEQA for an additional public review period
of 60 days. Section 1.4.1 contains additional information on this
topic.

Section 1.5 contains information on opportunities for public
comment. After the MARAD final license hearing, the public will
have 45 days to comment on the Final EIS/EIR and the license
application. The Federal and State agencies will have an additional
45 days to provide comments to the MARAD Administrator. The
Administrator must issue the Record of Decision within 90 days
after the final license hearing. The CSLC will hold a hearing to
certify the EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease. The
California Coastal Commission will also hold a hearing. Comments
received will be evaluated before any final decision is made
regarding the proposed Project.

T005-81.3
Section 1.5 contains information on the public review and comment
opportunities provided by the lead agencies in full conformance
with the provisions of the law. Both the CSLC and MARAD/USCG
have met or exceeded the public notice requirements for this
Project (see Sections 1.5.1 and 1.5.3).
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T005-81.4
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.
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T005-82.1
The CLSC, the USCG, and MARAD received an application for a
deepwater port off the shore of Ventura County and have therefore
analyzed that location.

Section 3.3.7 contains information on locations in California that, in
the past, have been considered as potential locations for both
offshore and onshore LNG facilities. The deepwater port would be
12.01 nautical miles (13.83 miles) offshore from populated areas,
as shown on Figure ES-1.

Section 4.11 contains additional and revised information on seismic
and geologic hazards.

Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the potential threat of terrorist attacks.
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T005-83.1
Table 4.2-2 and Sections 4.2.6.1 and 4.2.7.6 contain information on
the threat of terrorist attacks.

T005-83.2
Section 4.13.1.3 contains information on sensitive land uses
including hospitals, and Figure 4.13-2 shows their locations. No
hospitals are located directly adjacent to the proposed Center Road
Pipeline.

T005-83.3
Sections 4.2.4.2 and 4.16.1.2 describe onshore emergency
response capabilities. No fire or police stations are located adjacent
to the proposed Center Road Pipeline. The EIS/EIR initially
evaluated 18 locations for the FSRU as potential locations for the
deepwater port. It built on previous California Coastal Commission
studies that evaluated nearly 100 locations. Sections 3.3.7 and
3.3.9 discuss alternate locations and technologies that were
considered.

T005-83.4
Section 4.11 contains revised information on seismic and geologic
hazards and mitigation that specifically addresses the potential
damage to proposed pipelines from a direct rupture along fault
lines. Appendices J1 through J4 contain additional evaluations of
seismic hazards.
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T005-83.5
Table 4.2-2 identifies representative hazards and threats
considered in the public safety analysis.

T005-83.6
To date, there has never been a large spill of LNG to water.
Conducting a large LNG spill to validate the models would result in
adverse environmental consequences. However, models are
commonly validated using experimental data. Section 2.3.4.2 of
Appendix C1 contains information on tests executed by the U.S.
Department of Energy and the calibration/verification of the Fire
Dynamics Simulator model used in the Independent Risk
Assessment. Appendix C1 provides additional information on this
topic, and Appendix C2, prepared by the U.S. Department of
Energy's Sandia National Laboratories, contains information on the
review and assessment of the models used.

T005-83.7
Section 4.9.1 contains information on cultural resources surveys,
including the results of an onshore pedestrian cultural resources
survey and an assessment of national and state registry eligibility.

T005-83.8
Table 4.2-2 identifies representative hazards and threats
considered in the public safety analysis.
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